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October 29, 1891. 


Superintendent Mint U.S., 


Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 


oir; 


A communication from Kr.G.R.Anderson, of Cleveland, Ohio, inclosing 


certain correspondence with your Mint relative to charging postage on 


\ 


proof coins,has been referred to me by the Secretary of the Treasury 


for report. I have examined the correspondence, and am of the opinion 


that your Mint has taken an untenable position in this matter. The state- 


m 




nt in your communication of March 21, 1891 that “Medal business is in¬ 


dividual business, and postage thereon cannot be paid by our official 


stamp”- has no significance. If any person addresses a communication to 
any branch of the Government in connection with the work which it has 


to perform, a reply to that communication has always been considered 

ii h 

official business, and not individual business, using your term. I see 


no llle.gallty or Impropriety in the Mint forwarding proof coins 


in official penalty envelopes, as formerly, and I do not see what the 
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“individual” business has to do with the matter at all. 


The question is simply this: Does the Government make suf¬ 
ficient profit on the coinage of medals and proof coins to justify 
it in paying the postage? If it does, the fact that the coins are 
sent to an individual who desires them makes it none the less official 


business. 


I will thank you to furnish the Bureau with your views on this 


subject as a basis of a report to the Secretary. 


Respectfully yours. 



Director of the Mint. 




I 





RG104E.1 905f'173 




































NARA RG104, Entry 1, Box 173 


[Abstract:] Relative to communications from Mr. G.R. Anderson, Cleveland, Ohio. Enclosing 
certain correspondence with Mint relative to charging postage on Proof Coins - etc. etc. 

Treasury Department, 

Bureau of the Mint, 

Washington, D.C. 

October 29,1891 

Superintendent Mint U.S., 

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

Sir: 


A communication from Mr. G.R. Anderson, of Cleveland, Ohio, inclosing certain 
correspondence with your Mint relative to charging postage on proof coins, has been referred to 
me by the Secretary of the Treasury for report. I have examined the correspondence, and am of 
the opinion that your Mint has taken an untenable position in this matter. The statement in your 
communication of March 21, 1891, “Medal business is individual business, and postage thereon 
cannot be paid by our official stamp” has no significance. If any person addresses a 
communication to any branch of the Government in connection with the work which it has to 
perform, a reply to that communication has always been considered official business, and not 
“individual business”, using your term. I see no illegality or impropriety in the Mint forwarding 
proof coins in official penalty envelopes, as formerly, and I do not see what the “individual” 
business has to do with the matter at all. 

The question is simply this: Does the Government make sufficient profit on the coinage 
of medals and proof coins to justify it in paying the postage? If it does, the fact that the coins are 
sent to an individual who desires them makes it none the less official business. 

I will thank you to furnish the Bureau with your views on this subject as a basis of a 
report to the Secretary. 

Respectfully yours, 

E.O. Leech 

Director of the Mint. 



